those hours, that it went far beyond its normal policy in trying
to make the map available for inspection by Satterfield.

As I have already explained above and as 1 have shown in
Finding Nos. 4 through 10 above, SOCCO did not make the map
available for inspection by Satterfield when tie came to the
mine to see it at 1 p.m. on June 5.  SOGCO did not make the map
available for inspection at 7:30 p.m. on June 5 even though one
of SOCCO's employees had told Satterfield it would be made
available at that time.  SOCCO did not make the map available
for inspection when Satterfield agalrTwent to the mine to see
it about 7 p.m. on June 19.  Finally, SOCCO did_ make the map
available for inspection about 7:30 p.m. on June 20 after
SOCCO1s management had been pressured by several"MSHA inspec-
tors and a supervisory inspector to make the map" available.
In the circumstances described above, one simply cannot find
that SOCCO made its map available for inspection by Satter-
field in conformance with the provisions of section 312(b)
until after Citiation No. 2420016 was written.

As I have pointed out above, SOCCO's policy of making the
map available from 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. only if a single desig-
nated person is available to show the map is not a policy which
can be accepted as compliance with section 312(b).  The land
manager, like any other person, is likely to take an annual
vacation, get sick occasionally, be given assignments away
from his regular office at various times during the year, and
may often bo out of his office to each lunch.  Consequently,
SOCCO's policy of permitting a person to see its mine map only
if the land manager is present between the hours of 8 a.m. and
4:30 p.m. is not an acceptable way to comply with section
312(bj .  Congress did not differentiate between the right of
a surface resident to see the -map and the right of an MSHA
inspector to see the raap.  No MSHA inspector is likely to sit
and wait patiently while the land manager gets around to find-
ing it convenient to make the map available for his or her in-
spection.  Similarly, a surface resident like Satterfield is
entitled to see the mine map when he comes to the mine for
that purpose and SOCCO cannot successfully claim that the map
is "available for inspection" when'a surface resident is denied
the right to see the map simply because SOCCO's land manager
happens to be out of the office at the time the surface resi-
dent comes to see the map.

SOCCO1s Claim of Confidentiality

SOCCO1s cross motion (p. 13) quotes the following perti-
nent provision from section 312(b) of the Act:

Such map or revision and supplement thereof shall be
kept confidential and its contents shall not be di-
vulged to any other person, except to the extent
necessary to carry out the provisions of this Act.
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